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" I have taken to this Secular School Association because I thought there was a 
great act of injustice perpetrated upon Dissenters." 

" I find the great body of Dissenters not only holding aloof, but some of them 
stating that if driven to take one, or the other, they will take the Church system. Do 
they understand their own principles?" 

'' I don't hesitate to say, I am for the' education of the people. I believe the great 
mass of the people take less interest in this sectarian squsibblmz than many of us are 
apt to imagine. They are sick to death of these obstacles you throw in theu* way. 

" I say now, emphatically. * I vote for education ; I'll support education ; I'll do 
the best I can for Dissenters ;' but I'll never oppose a system of education which pro- 
mises to give to the mass of the people an opportunity of raising themselves in life, 
and benefiting their children, by having a share in its advantages. I don't therefore 
nrofess to come here to oppose the Local plan." — Codden's Speeches, Vol. ii. pp. 602-3. 
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THE EDUCATION ACT AND ITS OPPONENTS. 



I. 



R, — I hope you will allow rae to trespass upon your 
valuable space with two or three letters on the above subject, 
the importance of which, at this critical period, must be my 
excuse for troubling you at such length. 

The agitation which threatens the existence of the Edu- 
cation Act, before it has coine fairly into operation, is of a 
nature to alarm every true friend of education. Once more 
the question is about to be relegated to the arena of sectarian 
jealousy and unreasoning passion, and the true interests of 
education will be forgotten in the strife. 

First and foremost stand the Nonconformists. They have 
had a glorious history in the past, and they have still a great 
work before thera in the future. It is, therefore, a matter of 
deep regret to some of their best friends that their course on 
Education Question has been so obstructive and un- 
reasonable. 

Their opposition to grants under the Minutes of Council 
could be readily understood, and was in perfect harmony 
with their principles. Religious instruction, as such, was 
required by the Minutes ; and inspection into religious in- 
struction formed part of the duty of tlie Government Inspec- 
tors. Therefore, a Nonconfonnist, opposed to all payment 



LETTB&S TO '• THE TIKES." 

of public money for religious purposes, would naturally 
expected to oppose tlie education grants under such 
stances. 

But the Education Act has changed the position 
matters altogether. It is no longer necessary that religioj 
instruction of any kind should be given in schools as a a 
dition of receiving a grant front the Privy Council; and i 
spection in religious knowledge is declared to be no part 
the duty of the Government Inspector. Religious instruc 
lion, if given at all, rauBt be given before or after, or both 
before and after the ordinary school business; and the 
attendance of children during such reUgious instruction 
optional. 

It might have been expected that Nonconformists would 
have been the first to hail this change, so far as it goes, as 
tribute to their principles, and would have devoted their 
attention to further amendments in the same direction, 
the contrary, both during the progress of the Bill througli 
Parliament and since its final adoption by the Legislature, 
they, have manifested the most bitter and frantic opposition 
to the Act, and personal hostility to its author. 

The alleged ground of their opposition is that the Govei 
ment has not drawn a clear line of demarcation between 
the secular and the religious ; and, so long as this programme 
is expressed in general terms tlie opposition is perfectly homt 
geneous ; but the moment the details are defined 
split up into a variety of sections. Some advocate a purel; 

I secular system; others what Mr. Dixon terms Bible schools 
■ 1 Scripture extracts, besides a varieEy of quasi 

I sdients. 
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But let us examine this objection by the light of the past 
history of the Nonconformists in regard to the Education 
Question. From the year 1847 to 1853 a vigorous effort was 
made to establish a system of secular education, and this 
effort might have been successful had it not been for the oppo- 
sition of the Nonconformists, headed by Mr. Edward Baines 
and others. Theirgroundof opposition then was that the reh- 
gious part of education could not be, and ought not to be, 
separated from the secular part, and, as they could not con- 
sent to the payment of public money for rehgion in any form, 
they insisted that education should be left to voluntary effort. 
This principle of the indissoluble connexion between the reli- 
gious and the secular in education was reiterated over and 
over again, in lectures and platform speeches throughout the 
country, with quite as much vehemence as is now used m 
urging the contrary ; and it forms the basis of the following 
resolution, adopted by the Congregational body in London 
in December, 1843, and never since repudiated ;— 

"That this meeting, utterly repudiating, on the strongest 
" grounds of Scripture and conscience, the receipt of money 
" raised by taxation and granted by Government for sustain- 
"ing the Christian religion, feels bound to apply this 
"principle no less to the work of religious education , and, 
" considering that the education given by the Congregational 
" Churches must be religious education, advises most 
" respectfully, but most earnestly, that no Government aid 
" be received by them for schools f stablished in their own. 
" connexion." 

During the period which has since elapsed the country 
has been covered with denominational schools, chieSy be- 
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longing to the Church of England, the Roman Catholics, and 
the Wesleyans ; and now that the Governmeat has made an 
honest attempt to lay the foundation — and not even Mr. 
Forster would contend that it is more than a foundation — 
of a really national system of education, the Nonconformists 
turn round completely. They say in effect :— 

" It is perfectly true that the Act ceases to require leli- 
" gious instruction as a sine quS, non; that where religious 
" instruction is given it shall be given out of ordinary school 
" hours, and that the attendance of children shall not be 
" compulsory ; that it prohibits religious inspection by the 
" Government Inspector, and that in regard to rate-provided 
" schools it prohibits the use of creeds, catechisms, and 
" formularies in addition ; ' but the true policy for the Edu- 
" cation Minister of a Liberal Government was gradually 
" to dissociate the secular education of the people from all 
"theological teaching,' in fact, to do in 1870 what from 
" 1847 to 1853 we declared to be impossible, and, if possible, 
" wrong. You have not absolutely accomplished this divorce 
'' of the secular frona the religious, and therefore we shall 
" again meet you with our most determined opposition." 

Of course, thisdoes not prove that the Nonconformist objec- 
tions to the Education Act ought not to be fairly considered, 
and, if possible, removed ; but it does show that a little chari- 
table consideration on their part is desirable. Seeing that 
they have found it necessary to wheel completely round on 
this question themselves, they should now turn their atten- 
tion to practical amendments in the future, rather than in- 
dulge in violent denunciations of the efforts of those who 
have done something to solve the difficulties which beset 
Jhe question, while they stood entirely aloof. 
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It is true that a minor issue is raised both by the Noncon- 
formists and the Education League in regard to the permissive 
payment of school fees by School Boards under the 25th 
section of the Act. Certain it is, however, that no objection 
was raised to the clause during the progress of the Bill through 
Parliament, and the only amendment moved upon it was 
one proposed by Sir Charles Dilke, a leading supporter of 
the League and Nonconformist views, to omit the words 
limiting the payment of fees to the children "of parents 
who through poverty are unable to pay the same," and thus 
to give the clause a far wider scope. 

Until the Education Act came into operation in regard to 
the Privy Council grant, for more than a quarter of a century 
the annual Parliamentary grant, which last year amounted to 
^914,72 1, had been administered on a religious basis, without 
any reslrUliott whatever as to religious teaching : but now, be- 
cause the Education Act permits the elected representatives 
of the ratepayers to pay the fees on behalf of a few poor 
children, while it so limitt the religious instruction as to 
make ii perfectly clear that tlie intmtion of the Act is to 
eoHstitute such payment a payment for secular results only, 
and at the same time places all school* receiving the Par- 
liamentary grant under the same limitation and restriction 
in regard to religious instruction, the country is to be con- 
vulsed with an agitation on the alleged ground that it is an 
attempt to establish " a new Church Rate on the principle 
of Concurrent Endowment." 

Mr. Dale put this point of identity of principle very fairly 
in his lecture on "The Politics of Nonconformity," at the 
Free Trade Hall, Manchester, on the 21st of November, 
when he said ; — 
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"I am perfectly aware that the principles for which I 
" coBtending extend very far beyond the question whet 
" fees should be paid out of the rates for children attending 
" denominational schools. If the principles are sound, they 
" should determine our policy in relation to the assistance 
" which these schools receive from the annua! Parlia- 
" mentary grant When there were no other schools in the 
" country, and when it seemed impossible to establish a 
" national system, it may have been a necessity — / am net 
" afraid to say that I think it was — that if the State was to 
" aid education, aid should be given to schools establisiied by 
' religious denominations." 

Mr. Dale and his friends should remember, however, that 
the "other schools" do not yet exist, and that it will be im- 
possible to escape the question how to utilize the existing de- 
nominational schools before providing those " other schools." 
Ratepayers are not usually such spendthrifts as to permit their 
representatives to commit such an economical blunder. 

The real question which lies at the bottom of the whole 
subject is whether aid in any form shall be given to existing 
denominational schools. The Central Nonconformist Com- 
mittee issued a circular, dated Birmingham, June 13, 1870, 
and signed by Messrs. R. W. Dale and H. W, Crosskey, hon. 
sees., in which this point is thus raised ; — 

'* Mr. Richard has given notice of the following amend- 
" ment on the motion that the House go into committee on 
" the Elementary Education Bill : — 

"That without desdring to interfere with the continued receipt of 
" grants by existing schools, subject to nn efficient Conscience 
■' Clause, this House is of opinion tbat in any national system of 
" elementory education the religious teaching should he supplied by 
" Toluntaiy effort, and not out of public funds." 



" This amendment was agreed to at a meeting on Friday 
" night, at which there were present Messrs. Richaid, Miall, 
" Winterbotham, Dlingwortfa, George Dixon, Osborne 
" Morgan, and other members," 

After giving various reasons m favour of the adoption of 
tliis amendment, the orcuiar concludes thus : — 

" Our CommiUee, wUhout expressing any i^inion as to the 
" abstract principle of ttu existing denominational system, 
" whichy as far as existing schools are concerned, is lift un- 
" touched, has resolved to give its support to Mr. Richards 
" motion." 

What become^ therefore, of the cry now raised about "a 
new Church Rale," and " Concurrent Endowment )" 

TTie agitatioQ now commenced threatens to break up the 
Liberal party, and thus to postpone theamendments in the Act 
which many true friends of education wish to see adopted. 
The spirit in which this agitation is to be conducted, and its 
ultimate effect upon the Libera! party, arc indicated by the 
lecture of Mr. Dale on "The Politics of Nonconformity." 
Mr. Dale is not a man who would wiUiogly misrepresent the 
circumstances of the case, but throughout the lecture he so 
marshalled his facts and placed them in juxta-posilion with 
his own highly-coloured inferences and assumptions as to 
^ve an erroneous impression to his audience. 

Take, for instance, his allunon to the amendment moved 
by Mr. Jacob Bright on the 14th clause of the Education 
Bill as an exampie. He is represented to have said : — 
" But for us, it is more than doubtful whether Mr. Glad- 
stone's Government would have been in office at the 
*' present moment. U^ when Parliament re-assembles, there 
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\y indications that the Irish policy of Ministers is n 
' be determined by the demands of the Roman Cathola 
' priesthood, there is only one course before us — to try H 
' secure, at the earliest possible moment, such a defeat t 
' the Government in the House of Commons as shall rendl 
' it impossible for them to remain in office. ("Hear, hear," 
' and cheers.) The experience of the Session of 1870 has 
' shown us that it will not be safe for us to rely on the effect 
' of the most vigorous protests, even of a majority of the 
' Liberal members of the House of Commons, against a 
' measure which the Ministry have resolved to carry. I well 
' remember the night when one of the representatives of this 
■' city,MrJacobBright— (cheers)— was followed into the lobby 
■' dy a char majority of Liberal members, and the amend- 
■' ment which he moved to one of the most* unsatisfactory 
" clauses of the Education Bill was resisted and defeated by 
" the Government in ihi teeth of the great body of Us own 
"friends. (Shame !) We must not, if we can help it, see 
" that game played again in an Education Bill for Ireland ; 
" and I call upon you, the Nonconformists of Manchester, 
"to assist in covering this county and the neighbouring 
" counties with a network of Nonconformist organizations, 
" through which, should the occasion arise, the country and 
" the House of Commons may learn thai the party ties 
" between ourselves and the Libera! leaders are finally dis- 
" solved, and that Liberal members who shrink from using 
_** the first opportunity for showing their want of confidence 
■^ in the Ministry, and dislodging it from power, must expect 

•This is tie clause which prohibits the use of citechiams and formu- 
In rale -provided achools. 
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" to lose the confidence of their Nonconformist constituents." 
It is here insinuated that the Government meditate a 
concession of the demands of the Roman Catholic hierarchy 
in regard to Irish education, of which there is not a tittle of 
evidence beyond vague suspicion. It is assumed that the 
party was betrayed by the Government in the rejection of 
Mr. Jacob Bright's amendment, which worked up the 
audience to cry " Shame !" And, " lest the same game be 
played again," Nonconformists are required to be forearmed, 
and to stand prepared to hurl the Government from power 
at a moment's notice, with a significant warning to all 
Liberal members who decline to join in the fray to prepare 
for the consequences. 

Now, the whole force of this vigorouspassage depends upon 
the assumed treachery of the Government in regard to Mr 
Jacob Bright's amendment, which, by the way,.was not in 
any sense a League or Nonconformist amendment, but was 
placed in the hands of Mr. Jacob Bright by the Executive 
Committee of the Manchester Education Bill Committee, of 
which I had the honour to be chairman. 

What the real facts are, when stripped of all passionate 
declamation and rhetorical flourish, will be shown in the 
next letter. 

I am. Sir, yours respectfully, 

FRANCIS TAYLOR. 
Manchester, November 30, 187L 
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Sir, — My last letter dosed with an extract from Mr. Dale's 
lecture on Nonconformist politics, in which he vigorously 
denounced the Government for resisting and defeating the 
amendment on the 1 4th clause of the Elementary Education 
Bill, which was placed in the hands of Mr. Jacob Bright 
by the executive committee of the Manchester Educational 
Bill Committee. 

The first half of the amendment, as it originally stood, 
proposed to exclude catechisms and formularies from rate- 
provided schools, and this the Government had accepted on 
the second reading of the Bill. No one regarded the 
remaining half as of much importance Indeed, its aban- 
donment was more than once contemplated by both its 
authors and its mover. 

During the discussion which it evoked in the House of 
Commons Mr. Whitbread, Sir Roundell Palmer, Sir Geo^e 
Grey, and Mr. Gladstone were the only speakers, excepting 
Mr. Jacob Bright, No League or Nonconformist member 
raised his voice in its favour, and on a division it was nega- 
tived by a majority of i3i ; but so far was it from being de- 
feated by the Government, " in the teeth of the great body of 
its friends," that only 132 Liberals voted for the amendment, 
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while 254 libexals rJthcr roted a ^aJTwt it, or abstained 6x>m 
voting altogethec 

The following maming the Matuhester Eximmer and 
Ttnus^ ceitainlyr one of the kading jonmals in the conntiT 
advocating NoDOonfaaimst prmriples in gmtTal, and secular 
education in paitic&laz^ thns referred in its editxnial cohznms 
to the rejection of this amendment : — 

^ Then came Mn Jacob £ng}3t widi an amendment to 
*' the effect ' that in anj schtxiil in widdi the Hohr Soiptores 
« diall be lead and tanght the tgafihirtg shsU not be nse'i 
^ or directed in £aEnnir of or against the tenets of anjieli' 
f < gions denoBmsatioiD.' In ofbeiing this amendment Mi. 
'* Blight oooqthed with the ^wisS^as of a poiition of jb^ con- 
^ stitnents, and the ammdrnffrtf itaeb" admits of nxach bdnz 
<< said in its finroos. The^e can be no doobt that it ex- 
presses the sriiliinf i i't of the rast majoirirr of the ^ieajdi 
ofedncabon. The^wazzt the cihTidres t9 be rc-Hgioavi- 
** educated, bat they don^ wast t:> hare ^ism indysrirgg-t:-: 
'* with oontrovczsal theol:^ : whTrf- those '■i:i<> ticnk ths.r 
" the interests of refigioGi wocii be best c92B3Jief br ax^ 
•< fining ejcumilaaj wc:m& to kcsiszj ins&ocdai are wLjiiig 
" to admit that if there: mitst be rsTigtxs t.farff^r§. i: fy^ing 
*' be too imiwJjuljtu , lis: Brigs:, hvwerez, a.-rrrifc itk: 
the amendaieDt was waaib g in Is^^tcsZ c^cissuSzct, azii 
that was almatt the §anaut 2s sarrnig trst it is xxz^utt of 
aignmen Uliie TZb^ScsDsci. To tajce txje ^ z ti^ztj^sz xl 'jz2t. 
"■ In ofthodoK sdsixkk ize leacTj??! wyiai bare b£:ei rt- 
^^ strained fttni s^ii^ or assacri:!? tzagt J^sis Cirisu was 
* more thm a nacBi, Ix rag wxLii bt Vj ViSbCL i gyrr^if 
** at Taxiaiice W3± :it d;fi±u:rT* **3Krrifr af rat 17:1-- 
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tarians ; while io Unitarian scliools the teachers would be 
restrained from saying or assuming that he was merely a 
man, for that would be to teach a tenet at variance with 
the distinctive tenets of every Trinitarian sect. Clearly 
under such circumstances it would be extremely difficult 
to refer to Jesus Christ at all, not to speak of teaching 
anything about him, without getting entangled in the 
meshes of the law. It would puzzle the wisest tribunal to 
determine what was not sectarian with reference to one or 
other of the doctrines of Christianity, and the Education 
Department would certainly be incompetent for the task," 
If the extract from Mr. Dale's lecture mdicates the spirit 
which is to be manifested throughout the agitation, it needs 
no prophet to foretell the speedy break up of the Liberal 
party, whether justified or not 

A turbulent and unscrupulous faction, reckless of conse- 
quences, might be expected to take such a course, but the 
high character and patriotic spirit of the leading men of the 
League and Nonconformist party ought to be a guarantee 
against sucb a calamity. 

If the Government should seriously contemplate any such 
concession to the Roman Catholic priesthood, or any other 
priesthood, as assumed by Mr. Dale, their tenure of office 
would not be worth a day's purchase, except as waiting the 
appointment of their successors; but nothing is to be gained 
by passionate misrepresentation of the past in order to sup- 
port foregone conclusions respecting the future. 

Hitherto I have considered only the opposition to the Act 
which has been raised by the Nonconformists. By far the 
most formidable opposition, however, is threatened by the 



Birminghani Education League, which has just inaugurated 
its scheme for a winter campaign, the details of which are 
given in a printed circular, dated Birmingham, November, 
1871. By this circular it appears that an agitation is lobe 
set on foot in support of the following resolutioDS, which are 
to be moved in the House of Commons nest Session by Mr. 
George Dixon : — 

" That, in the opinion of this House, the provisions of 
" the Elementaiy Education Act are defective, and its work- 
■' ing unsatisfactory, inasmach as 

" I. It fails to secure the general election of School 
*' Boards in towns and rural districts ; 

" a. It does not render obligatory the attendance of 
" children at school ; 

"3. It deals in a partial and irregular raanner with the 
" remission and payment of school fees by School Boards ; 

"4. It allows School Boards to pay fees, out of rates 
" levied upon the community, to Denominational Schools, 
*' over which the ratepayers have no control ; 

" 5. It permits School Boards to use the money of the 
" ratepayers for the purpose of imparting dogmatic religious 
" instruction in schools established by Local Boards ; 

" 6. By the concession of these permissive powers, it pro- 
" yokes religious discord throughout the country, and by 
" the exercise of thera it violates the rights of conscience." 

Now the first three resolutions raise questions to the 
discussion of which no reasonable objeclion can be made. 
Indeed, on some of these points it has been authoritatively 
leclared over and over again that the Act is only tentative. 
The fourth resolution is only true so far as it applies both to 
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the very limited remission of school fees by School Boards 
in favour of poor children, under the 25th section of the Act, 
and to the payment of the Education grant voted by Parlia- 
ment last session. 

The resolution will, however, raise the question whether 
existing denominational schools ought not again to be 
brought directly within the scope of the Act, as was origin- 
ally proposed, and draw part of their support from local rates. 
School Boards would thus acquire local control as regards 
the appropriation of the money, and the due fulfilment of 
the conditions of the Act. 

The groundwork of the whole mischief which has since 
arisen was laid when Mr. Gladstone, partly as a concession 
to a few extreme Nonconformists, but chiefly as a concession 
to his political opponents, and as a set off against the sur- 
render of creeds and catechisms and the adoption of the 
timetable Conscience Clause, took existing denominational 
schools entirely out of the Bill. Had they remained in the 
Bill, as was contemplated by the League when it framed its 
amendments to the Government Bill and prepared the beads 
of its own Bill, such schools must have come under the pro- 
visions of the Act, and, receiving part of their funds direct 
from School Boards, would have been to some extent under 
local control and supervision, at any rate so far as the fulfil- 
ment of the conditions of the Act were concerned. 

Those valuable provisions of the Act respecting the trans- 
fer of schools for secular purposes, with a reservation of their 
use (or religiou-s instruction on particular days, and out of 
ordinary school hours, would have been brought into opera- 
tion, and it would soon have been seen that, without disturb- 



ance to existing arrangements, or violent shock to the 
feelings or prejudices of those who hitherto have done the 
educational work of the country, the old system would have 
been absorbed by the new, and that the Act really did ai 
plish what Mr. Dale, in the lecture before referred to, sO admi- 
rably described as "the true policy for the Education Minister 
of a Liberal Government," — viz., " gradually to dissociate the 
secular education ofthe people from all theological teaching." 
Bui, standing as denominational schools now do entirely in- 
dependent of School Boards, and drawing their support from 
the Conwlidaied Fund, they have become a " vested 
interest," antagonistic to the working of the Act honestly 
and fairly, and hence the vigorous effort put forth by the 
denominations to carry the elections of School Boards every- 
where. The question with them was, not who will best ad- 
minister the Act, but who will most obstruct its operation in 
the interest of denominatioaalism ; and the cumulative vote 
enabled them to succeed for a time. But a reckoning day 
will come, and the denominations may then have cause to 
regret their temporary victory. 

By far the most important resolution in the series is the 
fifth, and, with your permission, it shall form the subject of 
ray concluding letter. 

I am. Sir, yours respectfully, 

FRANCIS, TAVLQR. 
Manchester, November 30, 1871. | 




TO THE EDFTOR OF "THE TOtES. 

Sir, — I propose in this cooclnding letter to consider tin^ 
fifth of the series of resolutions to be moved by Mr. Diiac*- 
in the Hoose of Commons next sessioo, and poblisbed a 
tb; circniar just issued by the Educatioo League. 
resolution assens that. — 

" The Act peimits School Boards to use the money of d 
" ratepayers for the porpose of imparting JagmatK r> 
" itutruttion in schools established by Local Boards." 
Now, this is not true Section 96 of the EdncatioD t, 
as follows: — 

" After the 3rst day <rf March, 1871, no partiameoU 
" grant sEiall be made to any elemenlaiy school 1 
" not a public demoHary uhool unlhat 
" this Act' 

Section 7 thus defines what is a public eltmetdary i 
within the mtaning of the Act: — 

" I. It shall not be required, as a condition of any c 
" being admitted into or continuingin the school that he d 
" attend or abstain from attending any Sunday school -J 
" any place dL religions worship, or that he shall attend 1 
" religious observance or any instruction in religious subjee 
■* in the scho(rf or ekewhere, from which observance A 
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' instruction he may be withdrawn by his parent, or that he 
" shall, if withdrawn by his parent, attend the school on 
" a.ny day exclusively set apart for religious observance by 
" tie religious body to which his parent belongs. 
] '* 2. The time or times during which any religious obser- 
' vance is practised or instruction in religious subjects isgiven 
my meeting of the school shall be either at the beginning 
roT at the end, or at the beginning and the end of such 
meeting, and shall be inserted in a time table to be ap- 
proved by the Education Department, and to be kept 
'permanently and conspicuously affixed in every school- 
'room J- and any scholar may be withdrawn by his parent 
"from such observance or instruction without forfeiting any 
■t>f the other benefits of the school" 

It is perfectly clear, therefore, that, even as regards the 
iSlh section, the Act does not, as this resolution asserts, 
'pennit," but, in effect, prohibits " the payment of the 
money of the ratepayers for the purpose of imparting 
iogtnatk relipotts instruction." 

Not only so, but this resolution calls in question provisions 
of the Act which in this respect are in strict conformity with 
ilic amendments suggested by the Education League during 
'lis Progress of the Bill through Parliament 

At a meeting of the Executive Committee of the Edu- 
<stion League, held at Birmingham on the i4th of February, 
'Bjo, to consider the Education Bill introduced by Mr. 
fofiter, it was resolved, "that, in order to render th^ Bill 
'"Olfactory, certain amendments required to be made." 
The sixth of such amendments, which was to secure the 
I "wttlement of the religious difficulty," wasthusexpressed: — 




'■ No creed, catechism, or tenet peculiar to any sect, to q 

" taught in Schools under the management of the Schot 
" Boards, or receiving giants from local rates. 

" In all other schools receiving Government aid, the reli- 
" gious teaching to be at a distinct time, either before or after 
" ordinary school business, and provision to be made that 
" attendance at such religious teaching shall not be com- 
" pulsoiy, and that there shall be no disabiUty for non- 
" attendance." 

An explanatory statement was issued in which the follow- 
ing remarks occur in regard to this 6th amendment : — 

" The reason for this amendment istwofold — namely, i, 
" that if religious teaching is left to the School Boards the 
" election of these Boards will turn upon theologicaj 
" questions, and will thus excite sectarian conflicts through- 
" out the country ; and i, that the provision, taken in 
" conjunction with the power to qire aid lo fxistinq schools, 
" will practically create a new chirek rate, and will amount 
" to a scheme of concurrent endowment in places where 
" there are schools belonging to different religious sects. 

" The enforced payment of rates for such a purpose 
" would be nothing less than the re-imposition of the detested 
" church rate, and would lead to the renewal of the chmrJi 
"rate contest." 

Now, it will be observed that, in the opinion of the Ex- 
ecutive Committee of the Education League, the adoption 
of this amendment by the Government would remove these 
objections, and make the Bill satisfactory, " and settle the 
religious difficulty," not merely as regards the comparatively 
trifling question now raised respecting the paj ment of fees 
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for a few poor children, but also in regard to that far 
' "ider provision of the Bill, as it stood at that time, enabling 
School Boards to '■ give aid to existing schools." 

With that view it was pressed upon Mr. Gladstone on the 

fjlli of March, 1870, by a very numerous deputation, headed 

by Mr. George Dixon, M.P., and including most of the 

I leading members of Parliament and others who entertained 

I the Nonconformist and League views on the question. 

The amendments to be urged on the Government were 
I specially allotted to different members of the deputation, 
I Snd the foregoing amendment, which deliberately contem- 
plited "subsidising" existing denomination at schools, if the 
Government would only yield the required conditions, was 
appropriated to Mr. Alfred Illingworth, M.P., and the Rev, 
Charles Vince, two distinguished leaders of the Noncon- 
formist party. 

The following summary of the proceedings is published in 
tfie Tma of the loth of March, 1S70. 

After the various speakers had concluded their remarks, 
Mr, Gladstone said — 

" Some doubt remained on his mind as to the way in 
" which the League proposed to deal with existing schools. 
" Was he to understand that such schools were to receive 
"wd from the Privy Council only on condition that they 
"were conducted in conformity with the principles of the 
" league ) " 
Mr. Dixon replied : — 

" That it was proposed to make separate religious instruc- 
" tioQ the condition of receiving State aid ; and that schools 
" provided out of the rates should be unsectarian." 
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It would appear that, so far as existing schools were 
concerned, Messrs. Illingworth and Vince had successfully 
discharged their allotted task, for the report further states 
that Mr. Gladstone said : — 

" He had gathered from the remarks of the speakers 
" thai the old schools might differ Jrem the tuw in having 
" separate religious inslruetion, but thai this teaching shotdd 
" be confintd to certain hours; but he did not clearly 
" see how it was proposed to enable local Boards to draw a 
" line between sectarian and unsectarian teaching. " 

Mr. Chamberlain, chairman of the Executive Committee 
of the League, replied : — 

" That in the Bill which had been drawn by the League 
" these difficulties were met by providing that in the National 
" schools no creed, catechism, or religious tenet should 
" be taught ; and next, that no undue preference should be 
" shown by the Board in granting the use of such schoobf, 
" out of ordinary school hours, for the purpose of religious 
" teaching." 

Thus it appears that if the Government would agree 
to restrict religious instruction given in denominational 
schools to particular hours before or after the ordinary busi- 
ness of the school, and not to compel the attendance of the 
children during these hours, the League was prepared to 
retain such schools within the scope of the BiU, and to sup- 
port them by payment out of the rates. 

Now, as regards existing denominational schools — to 
which alone the objections as to payment of fees apply — the 
Government accepted the amendment, not only in principle, 
but almost in its very terms, see section 7 of the Education 
Act before quoted. 
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Asr^ards School Board sdiools. the proposed xraeod- 
nent is embodied in the 14& sectioo of the Act, wlodi p>o- 

>ides;— 

" I. The school shall be a. pnbGc etementair scbotd irithm 
" llie meaning of this Act 

" 2. No Teligioos ratj^tiicm oT religious foimalary which 
"b disdnctive of any paiticoUr denominadon shall be 
' "taught in the school" 

Mf' Chamberlain, in replying to He Gladstone's question 
efote mentioned, refared to the Ml prqnred bj the 
ngne. 

It is important, therefore, to know how this Bill, or rather 
dads of a Bill — as it was not reduced to Parliameniary 
ODft— proposed to deal with existing denominational 
tliooU. 

Qaase 25 of this document is headed " existing schools," 
id mns as follows : — 

' 1. In places where there is sui&cient accommodation 
provided by existing schools receiving Government grants, 
the School Board shall have power to send children, 
provided the managers are nilliog to receive them, and 
"■ to undertake that no creed, catechism, or tenet peculiar 
" to any sect shall be taught to them unless the parents 01 
"guardians have signed a form desiring that such teaching 
Aallbe given. 

[, And whenever the Board shall send children to 
the existing schools receiving Government grants (sub- 
ject to the above-stated provision as to religious teach- 
'U%) the Board shall pay out of the school fund a pro- 
iponion of the total expense of the school equivalent 
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" to the total number of scholars, provided that such number 
" in no case exceed one-third of the number of the whole. 

" 3. Schools receiving this payment shall receive the pre- 
" sent allowance from Government on the remaining chU- 
" dren, but ensting schools under Government inspection 
" admitting all children free, and arranging their religious 
" leaching in such a manner that it may be at a distinct 
" time^ — either immediately before or after ordinary school 
" business— and that attendance at such religious teaching 
" shall not be compulsory, and there shall be no disability 
" for non-attendance, shall receive two-thirds from Govern- 
" ment But any portion not exceeding one-half may be 
" withdrawn if the inspector reports unfavourably." 

It will be observed that this clause of the League Bill 
contemplated the payment of fees to denominational schools 
as a general system, just as section 25 of the Education Act 
permits School Boards to pay fees in the exceptional case of 
poor children, and that it would have allowed religious 
instruction to be given at any time to children "whose 
parents or guardians had signed a form desiring that such 
teaching be given ;" while the Education Act requires that 
all religious instruction be given before or after school hours, 
and does not compel the attendance of children. 

That this was the dehberate intention of the Executive 
Committee of the League in framing their Bill is clear, as 
will be seen by the third paragraph of this clause, which 
proposes to give a larger money payment to denomina- 
tional schools adopting the time-table Conscience Clause, 
and admitting all children free. 

In one case the written request of the parent or guardian 



that the child should receive dogmatic teaching, Catholic or 
Iratestant, Jew or Christian, and in the other case thi 
aduptim of Ike time-lablt Consc\tz\ce Clause, were regarded 
by the Executive Committee as sufficient to remove the 
qoestion of pa)rmeiit altogether out of the category of "church 
rates and concurrent endowment" 

It is somewhat inconsistent, therefore, on the part of the 
E«eutive of the League, now that the amendment which 
ihey avowed was " to make the Bill satis&ctoty " has been 
actually embodied in the Education Act, to state in their 
orcukr, dated Birmingham, November, 1871, that, with 
f^Md to the payment of fees to denominational schools 
Under the z5th section of the Education Act, it has under- 
tal^n to " resist the establishment of a system of concurrent 
endowment, and the practical revival of church rates." 

This is one of the special objections which, they said, the 
adoption of their amendment was to remove. 

The fact is, both the League and the Nonconformists are 
Mwittingly leading public opinion off on a false issue alto- 
SMher. In regard to all the points raised in the recent 
■Wssions, it is not the Act which is at fault, so much as 
ftfi administration of the Ad ; and that rests entirely on 
* basis of popular election. 

That such administration is at present directed in the in- 
toests of denominational schools is too true, but that is just 
the reason why public attention should be directed to the 
't)\ evil, rather than be frittered away on mere sentimental 
^ imaginary grievances. 

If the League really wishes to settle this vexed question, 
«t it revise its programme in the light of its own amendment 
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of February, 1870, which now forms part of the Educatioi 
Act, and agitate for — 

1. Universal School Boards. 

2. Compulsory attendance. 

3. The re-introduction of existing denominational school^^ -S 
into the Act ; and 

4. The repeal of the cumulative vote. 

They would then not only carry with them many true 
friends of national education, who are now compelled t( 
stand aloof, but they would smooth the way for the ultimate 
absorption of the denominational system into a reall] 
national system, contemplated alike by the Act of 1870, and 
the programme of the League for amending that Act in its 
progress through Parliament 

I am, Sir, yours respectfully, 

FRANCIS TAYLOR. 

Manchester, Nov. 30, 187 1. 
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IV. 

TO THE EDITOR OF "THE TIMES." 

Sir, — In the course of the speech dehvered at Halifax on 
Monday last by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, he stated 
that I was in error in saying that "existing schools were 
taken entirely out of the Bill ;" and he referred me to the 
7lh section of the Act in proof of his statement 

This remark had reference to my second letter, and 
evidently arose from a misconception on the part of the 
right hon. gentleman as to my meaning. 

When the Bill was originally introduced, the 22nd clause 
proposed to enable School Boards to make grants to existing 
schools, and the Manchester Education Bill Committee sug- 
gested an amendment, limiting such grant to the amount of 
the Privy Council grant to each school respectively. This 
clause disappeared from the Bill when the Government 
agreed to prohibit creeds and catechisms in School Board 
Schools ; and adopted the time-table Conscience Clause 
in regard to all schools receiving public money. 

It was to this withdrawal that I referred when I said that 
' Mr. Gladstone had " taken existing schools entirely out of 
l&e BilL" 

I did not state that the 7th section of the Act did not 
aclade existing schools within its scope, but exactly the 
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contrary; and it was upon that ground that I based the 
argument in my JirsI letter that Nonconformists ought to 
have regarded the Act as a concession to their principles. 
It is probable, however, that Mr. Lowe had not seen this 
letter, and was misled by ray using the word " entirely." 

As a matter of legal accuracy, however, it is not the 7th 
section which brings existing schools within the Act, but the 
96th section, which accomplishes that object. It hmits the 
Parliamentaiy grant to " Public Elementary Schools within 
the meaning of the Act," and thus brings such schools as 
receive the grant under the seventh section, which defines 
"a Public Elementary School." 

I ara, Sir, yours respectiully, 

FRANCIS TAYLOR. 
L December 9th, 1871. 



TO THE EDITOR OF " THE TIMES. 

Sir, — The only point in Mr. George Dixon's reply* to 
my letters wliicii calls for any remark from me is tJie state- 
ment tliat I have quoted from a " private and confidential " 
document, printed and circulated by the League as such. 

1 a certain sense this is perfectly true. The document 
was given to me in February, 1870, by a very inBuential 
tneniber of the Executive Committee of the League, and I 
perfectly understood that pending the discussion of the 
question I was not at liberty to quote it publicly, or, indeed, 
to make any use of it whatever. This is the usual course 
with documents which are in a transition stale ; but nobody 
dreams that their "confidential" character remains when 
rtiiey have become matter of history, and the circumstances 
whiclj required them to be treated as " confidential " have 

ed away. And in no sense do they bear any analogy 
to private letters or communications. 

In this particular case, however,, the document in question 
lost its " confidential " character, even in this limited sense, 
the moment that Mr. Chamberlain the chairman, of the 
Executive Committee of the League, replied to Mr. Glad- 
rtone's question to the monster deputation which waited 
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the polity of those of their colleagues who desire to worlt it in the 
of denominatioDalisiii. The refusal of the Town Councils of 
iStrnderlaDd and Swansea to lev? the late — a refusal in which they ore 
to have a coiiGidecable number of imitators — is the protest of 
iblic bodies representing the majority of the ratepayers against the 
\cj of School Boards, which fail to represent the wishes and cou- 

The policy of the Noncotifotmista is to get the Education Act into 
,tion as speedily as possible in every district in the country, and, as 
\.j as possible, to secure the amendment of its objectionable 

But Mr. Taylor thinlta that our hostility to the clauses which are 

proToking the present agitation is *" unreason able." Xlnreasonable or 

hostility is the direct result of the political and ecdesiastieal 

principles of Nonconformity. He reminds us that a quarter of a century 

^o, at a time when those who E,re taking the most active part in this 

■station had no control over the policy of Nonconformists, Mr. Baines 

id those who followed hira insisted that education should be left to 

Amtary efforts. It was at that time almost universally maintained 

at religioiis teaching could not or should not be separated from secular 

Bching, and as NonconfaTmisls could not consent to the payment of 

■blic money for the propagation of religious creeds, they protested 

^ii£t the Parliamentary grant to elementary schools. He charges us 

itb having changed our position. The great body of Nonconformists 

Lve changed tlieir position, but not their characteristic principle. The 

cwcmment itself has declared that religious and secular teaching can 

id must be separated. The Nonconformist ground of objection to the 

untenance of education by public funds has therefore disappeared. 

rhatwenow insist upon Is, that the principle of the Government should 

; conastently carried out, and that the public money should be so used 

to sustain secular teaching and secular teaching only.i* Under 
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Clauses 23 and 74 of the Elementary Education Act it is possible for 
this principle to be violated. The deitomitiBtional school is an iostittition 
having for its distinctive object the communication of a particiJar type of 
religious teaching. Thii is its raison itlre. It was created mainly by 
religious zeal. It rests its special appeal foi the voluntary contribalians 
which may be necessary for its maintenance on religious grounds. It is 
generally under clericaL management. It is as much a religious institution 
as the Sunday-school or the Church. 

The school fees, whether they are paid by the parent or by the School 
Board, fonn an important part of the fund by which this religious 
institution is supported, and in poor districts the question whether a 
Sdiool Board consents or refuses to pay the fees, may determine Ihe 
question whether the denoroiaational school, with its definite sectarian 
religious teaching, shall exist or not. Nonconformists object to pay istes 
for the maintenance of these denominational agencies. To tell us that 
the money is paid merely for the secular teaching is an insult to our 
understanding. It supports the school.' 

But Mr, Tnylorreminds usthatthepaymeat of fees to denominational 
schools out of the rates is n niach less serious matter than the wuiail 
vote for the maintenance of these schools out of the Consolidated Fund, 
and he appears to think that the Central Nonconformist Committee was 
guilty df inconsistency in supporting the amendment of Mr. Henry 
Richard on the motion that the House should go into Committee on the 
Elementary EducaCioa Bill. The terms of Mr. Henry Richard's motion 
were these ; — 

" That, without dearing to interfere with the continued leceipl of 
" grants by existing schools, subject to an efficient conscience clause, this 
" House is of opinion that in any national system of elementary edncalion 
' ' the religious teaching should be supplied by voluntary effort and not out 
" of public funds." 

Nonconformists are not so "unreasonable" as Mr, Taylor thinks. 
They recognised the fact that to a certain extent llie public faith was 
pledged not to withdraw suddenly the pubhc aid from "existing" 
denominational schools ; but the Central Nonconformist Committee, so 
far from committing Itself to the principle of assisting such schools by a 
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Poriiamentary vote, introduced into the circular, which annotinced its 
determination to Eupport Mr. Henry Richard, a paragraph which indi- 
cates the real position of the Noncooforniists : — 

" Our Committee, without CKpressing any opinion as to the abstract 
" principle oF the emting denominatior^al system, which, as far as 
" existing schools are concerned, is left untouched, has resolved to give 
•' its support to Mr. Richurd's motion." 

We refrained from insisting that the Parliimentary grant should be 
withtJcawn from "existing" denominational schools; but we were 
amazed and indignant that the Government should stimulate the estab- 
lishment of additional denominational schools by •extending the period 
daring which appUcations might be made for new building grants to the 
end of 1870, and by providing for an enormous increase in the annual 
giant for their maintenance. The actual operation of the clauses in 
the Act, enabling School Boards to aid denominational schools out of 
the rales, we did not foresee. I believe that it was not foreseen by the 
Gov eminent. But as soon as we discovered that the rates were to be 
used for strengthening denominational schools, even in districts where 
Boaoi Schools exist, these clauses provoked our resolute resistance. 

Mr. Taylor denies that "the Act permits School Boards to use 
the money of the ratepayers for the purpose of imparting dogmatic 
leligioDS instruction in schools established by local boards." In support 
of this denial he appeals to Sections 96 and 7. I confess myself alto- 
gether unable to discover how these sections or any other sections of the 
Act afford even a colourable support to his position. Sectarian 
catechisms and formularies are forbidden in Soard Schools, but the 
schoolmaster, under the authority of the IJoard, is left at perfect liberty 
to give the most deGnite dogmatic instruction. If I wanted to make 



Mr. Dale will be surprised to lorn dut no such proposal u the aoe here iadi- 
B ever made by the Guvernmenl, and thai the proiHUal which was made and 
liBizifd laslad of ^jr^frf^fHT^Lhe period during which applicadoiia for tiuilduig 

^Q Coniaitiae, coaaincd no iimitatiffn aa Lo time in regard to such graats, and 

s not undJ a much later period that the words limiting the fciiildiiig grants Id 

to Ihe Education Depactmenl on or beTore the 31st December, 

en mlriHluced iaio the clauis nhich now forms the 96th Kctioo of [he Act. 

dKrefore, di^cult to see what could give rise to this "aioaroment" and 

:h, at a period tu^e^ati to the issue of this drtular. as is plainly 

changed the attituda of KoncoofoimiiEB towards citing schools. 
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cMMren CalvLnists, I tMok I cauld do it much more efTectively vithoat 
the aid of the "Shorter Catechism," than with it. 

It wos to avert the possibility of the use of the rate schools for the 
propagation of a sectarian creed that Mr. Jacob Bright moved his amend- 
ment in Ciause 13.* Mr. Bright's amendment was drawn in these 

" In ajiy such school in which the Holy Scriptures shall be read and 
" taught, the teaching shall not be used or directed in favour of or 
"against the distinctive tenets of any religious denomination." 

Mr. Taylor complains that I should have said that this amendment 
was " defeated by the Government in the teeth of its own friends." 
What are the facts ! The minority voting for the amendment consisted 
of 13Z, all liberals, representing 1,063,579 electors. The majority 
(353) included only HI Liberals, representing 587,700 electors, and of 
the 111 a considerable number were, of course, official supporters of the 
Government. It is true that a large number of Libcnd members did not 
vote at all, but I wU! ask Mr. Taylor himself to tell me what is meant 
when, on a great division. Liberal members abstain from supporting! 
Liberal Ministry. 

But Mr. Jacob Bright'a amendment "was not m any sense a League 
ora Nonconformist amendment." Docs this affect the accuracy of my 
Statement that it " was resisted and defeated by the Government in tlie 
teeth of the Efcat body of its own friends " ! It is true that " no league 
or Nonconformist member raised his voice in its favour"; but Mr. 
Francis Taylor is probably aware that the Nonconformist amendment on 
Clause 14 was withdrawn with the consent of the secretaries of the 
Central Nonconformist Committee, in favour of Ibe amendment of Hr, 
Jacob Bright, and that the secretaries used whatever influence they 
possessed with their friends to induce them to vote with Mr, Bright-+ 
When we found that we could not move the determination of the 
Government to permit religious teaching in board schools, we resolved to 
do what we could to prevent that teaching from becoming si 
Whether it is possible for religious teaching to be free from s< 
I will not attempt to discuss. This is Mr. Taylor's concern rather than 
mine. Mr. Jacob Brigbt's amendment was placed in his hands by the 

• Thi! should le Claast 14. 
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Executive C ominitlee of the Usnchestcr Edncalion Bill Comuuttec, of 
which Mr. Tajlot is chairman. 

The fanll or the Noncoofonniats Is not thai Iheir policy has been 
" otetmctive " and "tmteasonable." Seme of them believed that 
reltgious teaching might be given in clementaiy schools that should be 
free from a sectarian bias. They were, Iherefote, ready to follow the 
leail of Mr. Taylor and the Manchester Education Bill Commitlee. 
Others were clearly of opinion that in schools supported by public money 
no religions insCmcdon should be given, bat they were willing, and even 
anxious, that the Bible should be read, either (i) because they woe not 
disposed to be " obstructive " or *' nnreasonable, " bat were ready and even 
solicitoas to meet the wishes of Chose who desired to cElain some recogni- 
tion of religion in popiUar schools, or (2) because ihey believed that the 
Bible occnpies so great a place in the liteia.tnre of this country, has SO 
ritally affected its poetry and eloquence, and every development of ita 
inteltectual life, that even the secular education of an Eitglisliman is 
iucomptete if he knows nothing of the charming stories of the Old 
Testament, and nothing of the Parables of the New. 

But it might have saved the Government from some embarrassment 
had they assumed from the first their true position, and distinctly 
declared their hostility to any support being given to religious teaching 
of any kind from public funds. This is the only ultimate solution of Che 
" Dcligtous diiEculty "—let the State support secular schools, and let the 
iChlirches provide religious insCraction,* Our compliunt against the 
'GoTcnunent ia that iC has systematically pursued a retrograde policy. 
ITnder its origiual Bill School Boanis could have compelled the rate- 
to the establishment and maintenance of schools in 
Urtiicta sectarian catechisms and formularies were regularly taught. 
Under the Act as it stands there is nothing to prevent the teaching of 
sectarian dogmas. In the Scotch Bill, which was happily withdrawn, 
the Government yielded to the traditional affection of the great Presby- 
terian Churches for the " Shorter Catechism," and left the School 
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Boards at liberty to teach not only Calvinistic doctrines, but the Calvin- 
iatic formulary. Let them go a step further in their Education Bill for 
Irela.nd, and iba demands of the Romaji Catholic hierarchy will be sub- 
Rtantially conceded. They have stimulated the increase of denomina- 
tional schools. They bave provided that a larger proportion of the cost 
□f their atmual maintenance than ever should be borne by public liuida.* 
They have sanctioned the schemes for the re-organisation of endowed 
grammar schools prepared by the Endowed Schools Commisaionera-:- 
achemcs which, contrary to the spirit and even to the letter of the 
Endowed Schools Act, ha.ve provided for the re-establishment of the 
ascendancy of the Churcli of England in tlie government of the grammar 
schools. 

These aje the reasons which account for the present alienation of the 
Noncooformists from the Liijeral party. Should that alienation end in 
an open scMsm, it will be a catastrophe which I shall regard with r^ret 
OS keen as can be felt by Mr, Taylor himself I trust it is even now not 
too hile for the Government to make such a change in its policy as shall 
c the fervour ot the loyalty which has been chilled and the st 

Dniideoce which has been rudely shaken. 
I am, Sir, yours respectfully, 

R. W. DAU 

imgham, Dec 6, 1 87 1. 
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SlH,— Tbe letter of Mr. Francis Taylor, of Maachesler, dated 
Norember 30, and inserted in your issue of the Jtli inst., demands an 
UEwer from tlie NB.tiona.1 Education League, and I hare therefore to 
b^ the favour of this reply to it. 

Mr. Taylor quotes the fiilh of the series of resolutions to be proposed 
by me in the next Session of the Honse of Commons— vis., ■' The Act 
permits School Boards to use the money of the ratepayers for the purpose 
of imputing dogmatic religious instruction in schools established by 
Local Boards," and says that, " This is not true." Yet, in support of 
thi> extraordinary statemEnt he brings forward no ailment whatever, 
but Bimply quotes section 7 of the Education Act — a section the sole 
object of which is to regulate the manner in which religious observances 
and religioua inslnictioa shall be given in public elementary schools. 
The only limitation put on the extent of religious leaching in Board 
schools is that given in section 14, which prohibits the introduction ol 
creeds and catechisms.' 

Surely, Mr. Taylor does not mean to say that by merely prohibiting 
creeds and catechisms dogmatic instruction is rendered impossible ! If 
so, then he not only holds an opinion very different from that of the 
Wshops and other dignitaries of the Church of England, but his own 
views must have changed since he furnished Mr. Jacob Bright vrilh Ihe 
amendment to that section, declaring that— 

" In any such school in which the Holy Scriptures shall he read and 
"taught, the teaching shall not be used or directed in favour of or 
" against the distinctive tenets of any religious denomination," 
Ad amendment which was supported by 132 of the most 
Liberals of the House of Commons. 
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Mr. Taylor then quotes from the speeches of the officers of the League 
ftt their interview with Mr. Gladstone, and says : — 

"Thus it appears that if the Government would Jiave agreed to 
" restrict religious instruction given in denominational schools to porti- 
'' cular hours, before or after the ordinary business of the schools, and 
" not to compel the attendance of the children during these hours, the 
" League was prepared to retain sucb schools within the scope of the 
" Bill, and to support them by payment out of the rales." 

But tliis conclusion of Mr. Taylor is entirely at variance with the 
lacts of the case, as shown by himself in another quotation from the 
widely-circulated resolutions of the Eiecutive Committee passed on the 
24th|of February — that is, tlurteen days previous to the interview with 
Mr. Gladstone. The resolution quoted by Mr. Taylor is as follows : — 

"That in order to render the Government Bill a complete and 
" Batiafactory measare, the following amendmenb ure necessary : — 
" '6. No creed, catechism, or tenet peculiar to any sect, to be taught 
" in schools under the management of School Boards, or receiving grants 
" from local rates.'"* 

The resistance now offered to the payment of fees to denominatiorial 
schools would at once cease if these schools were to discontinue the 
teaching of " tenets peculiar to any secL" 

Quotations are afterwards made from the " Heads of a Bill" ci 
latcd among the friends of the League and marked " private and c! 
dential," on which Mr, Taylor remarks, — 

" It will be observed that this clause of the League Bill co 
" the payment of fees to denominational schools as a general systa 
" juBl as section 35 of the Education Act permits School Boards tc 
" fees in the exceptional case of pauper children, and that it would hi 
" allowed religious instruction to he given at any time to childr 
" ' whose parents or guardians had signed a form desiring that sv 



cuo di&iincl QueiliDni. If Mr. Diion will tuni is thi ruolutiim adopted by the 
EiKuttYeCoromiaec of llieLeagui on Ihcatlh February, 1870, and ureed upon Mr. 
-GladilKie op Ihe 91)1 of Marcb, by Ibe deputatioD which tie iDIrDduccd, he wtU find 

Ihoie words, or even to ocIudE creeds and catechlsnu froni dcDDDunationa) «{ioi^ 
.ud the deputitios (n uplsiaed the mailer to Mr. GlidslDue. See pages u and 13. 




dcntion when the La^«e Bill «•£ 

WLat the Edacatiaii Coounittee of the Leigne neie set^iiig to 
tntride for ms, the case of districts where there were no Beard Schodls. 

ad wbae irithom some such provijioD the co-eidsteDCe of denonuiM- 
land tchook and compulsion seemed imposahle. 

Bd^ beades conpUog with this providoD the conditioD that the.parents 
of tbe Board chndrai were to sign a form deohng that religious instiuc- 
tuD ihoold be ^oi — af vei7 different arrangement from that sanctioned 
bfthe Act — the " Heads of a Bill" contemplated that the managers ol 
detraminational schools were to provide one-third of the cost of all the 
(Juldien in these sdiools, except those sent by the Board. 

When a compromise is offered it is not open to an opponent to accept 
»t part only which is &vourable to his views and to reject the 
reimindeT. 

. Will Mr. Taylor and the GoTerament accept the proposition made 
in the " Heads of a Bill" and consent to the amendment of tlie Act ol 
1870^ providing that white on the one hand the School Boards shall pny 
&e fees of indigent parents where compulsion is enforced, on the othei 
hAtid, the managers of denominatiDDal schools shall be required to pro- 
vide one-third of the cost of the remaning children ? 

But, after all, it is idle to disctiss the "private and conlideatiixl" 



■ See Mr. Taylor's reply on pa^e ag. 

t The Act confiocs ceHgioiii iDStnicdDn within the time labls co 
u wucsted by the League, but the League Bill would have peri 
innnicllon tobcglvca at fart n/ thi Kkeel instnii lion, if the pareati 






